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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is In response to applicant's arguments filed on 08/08/07. Claims 1-13 
and 15-24 are still pending in this application. Claim 14 has been canceled. 

Claim Objections 

The objection to claim 18 has been withdrawn in view of applicant's arguments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made In this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this countify, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-2, 5, 10-13, and 15-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Rozmanlth et al. hereinafter Rozmanith, US patent number 5,185,857. 

As per claim 1 , Rozmanith teaches a method for translating data In a host response into 
a format for use by a client (col. 8 lines 59-68), comprising: defining at least one pattern 
expected to occur in the host response (col. 14 lines 16-31); detecting a match between 
the at least one expected pattern and the host response (col. 9 lines 50-55; col. 10 lines 
59-61); and outputting data of the host response In a format based on the matched 
pattern to the client (col. 8 lines 59-68). 

As per claim 2, Rozmanith teaches a method of claim 1 , wherein defining at least one 
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pattern comprises defining pattems by using a plurality of regular expressions to 
represent the data of the host response (col. 14 lines 23-31 ). 

As per claim 5. Rozmanith teaches a method of determining an identity of a host 
response (col. 10 lines 51-52), comprising: selecting a file containing at least one 
pattern expected to occur in the host response (col. 14 lines 16-31); detecting a match 
between the at least one expected pattem and the host response (col. 9 lines 50-55); 
and determining the identity of the host response based on the selected file (col. 10 
lines 48-55). 

As per claim 10, Rozmanith teaches a host/client interface system, comprising: at least 
one host computer (fig 1 , element 14); at least one client computer (12); a host/client 
interface computer (see fig 1 ; col. 6 lines 46-68) which operates to receive input 
commands from the client computer, transmit the commands to the at least one host 
computer, and receive host responses to the command; comprises a host response 
parser (col. 10 lines 41-47), which retrieves the data from the host responses by 
comparing the host response with an expected data pattern, and when the host 
response matches the data pattern, retrieves the data from the host response and 
formats the data according to the matched pattern (col. 10 lines 48-61 ; col. 14 lines 16- 
31). 



As per claim 1 1 , Rozmanith teaches a host/client interface system of claim 10, wherein 
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the host/client interface computer further operates to translate the input commands into 
a fomnat usable by the host computer (see col. 10 lines 41-47). 

As per claim 12, Rozmanith teaches host/client interface system of claim 10, wherein 
the host/client Interface computer further operates to retrieve data from the host 
responses (col. 10 lines 48-55). 

As per claim 13, Rozmanith teaches host/client interface system of claim 10, wherein 
the host/client interface computer further operates to format the retrieved data into a 
form usable by the client computer (col. 8 lines 58-68). 

As per claim 16, Rozmanith discusses mainframe (col. 1 line 44) and computer 
operated by a commercial service provider (commercial airliner col. 5 lines 49-50). 

As per claim 17, Rozmanith teaches host/client interface system of claim 16, wherein 
the commercial service provider is at least one of an airline (col. 5 lines 49-50), a car 
rental agency, a hotel, and a bank. 

As per claim 18, Rozmanith teaches host/client interface system of claim 10, wherein 
the at least one client computer comprises at least one of a self-service kiosk, a terminal 
emulator (element 12; col. 6 lines 3-10; col. 12 lines 47-50), or a common language 
facility client computer. 
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As per claim 19, Rozmanith's workstation (12) can be considered to be a self-service 
kiosk that is operated by customers when needed. 

As per claim 20, Rozmanith's terminal emulator can be operated by passengers 
booking agents and other users for a commercial service provider (element 12; col. 6 
lines 3-1 0; col. 1 2 lines 47-50). 

As per claim 21 , Rozmanith teaches host/client interface system of claim 20, wherein 
the commercial service provider is at least one of an airline (col. 5 lines 49-50). a car 
rental agency, a hotel, and a bank. 

As per claim 22, Rozmanith teaches host/client interface system of claim 10, wherein 
the host/cljent interface computer further includes a client manager layer portion, which 
accepts Input from the at least one client computer (col. 13 line 64; col. 8 lines 46-68). 

As per claim 23, Rozmanith teaches host/client interface system of claim 10, wherein 
the host/client interface computer further includes a host communications layer portion, 
which translates client commands Into commands understood by the host computer 
(col. 8 lines 58-68; col. 6 lines 46-68). 

As per claim 24, Rozmanith teaches host/client interface system of claim 10, wherein 
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the host/client interface computer further comprises a memory, which stores the data 
patterns expected In the host responses (col. 5 lines 51-64; col. 6 lines 46-68). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which fomns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 3-4, 6-9, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Rozmanith in view of Lection et al. hereinafter ("Lection") US patent 

Number 6,446,110. 

As per claim 3, Rozmanith does not teach using an extensible markup language. 
This feature is well known and expected In the art as evidenced by Lection (see fig 4- 
9). It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine Lection XML's feature to Rozmanith because the use of XML to represent 
host screen image and defining pattern would make host image screen and the pattern 
infomnation interchangeable and easy to share (Lection col. 1 1 lines 5-16). One skill 
artisan at the time of the invention would be motivated to use XML to define pattern 
because of its flexibility in displaying image (see Lection col. 1 1 line 10). 
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As per claim 4, the combination Rozmanith-Lection teaches defining patterns by 
using a plurality of regular expressions to represent the data of the host response (see 
Lection col. 14 lines 23-31 ). 

As per claim 6, Rozmanith teaches a computer-readable storage medium storing 
a data file comprising: at least one data pattem is expressed using a plurality of regular 
expressions (col. 14 lines 23-31), and wherein the at least one data pattern defines a 
pattern expected to occur in a host response to a client (col. 14 lines 16-23). However, 
Rozmanith does not teach using an extensible markup language. This feature is well 
known and expected in the art as evidenced by Lection (see fig 4-9). It would have 
been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine 
Lection XML's feature to Rozmanith because the use of XML to represent host screen 
image and defining pattern would make host image screen and the pattern infonmation 
interchangeable and easy to share (Lection col. 1 1 lines 5-16). One skill artisan at the 
time of the invention would be motivated to use XML to define pattern because of its 
flexibility in displaying image (see Lection col. 11 line 10). 

As per claim 7, the combination Rozmanith-Lection teaches a computer 
executing a host response parser application (col. 10 lines 41-47) using the computer- 
readable stage medium of claim 6, wherein the host response parser application selects 
the at least one data pattem of the data file, compares the selected data pattern with the 
data of a host response, and when the comparison yields a match, retrieves the 
matched data from the host response (see Rozmanith col. 10 lines 48-61 ). 
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As per claim 8, Rozmanith-Lection teaches a computer according to claim 7, wherein 
the computer further formats the matched data of the host response In accordance with 
the at least one data pattern (Rozmanith col. 10 lines 41-47). 

As per claim 9, the combination Rozmanith-Lection teaches computer according to 
claim 7, wherein the computer further returns the matched data to a client unit for 
display (col. 10 lines 56—61). 

As per claim 15, Rozmanith teaches host/client interface system of claim 14, wherein 
elements of the data pattern are expressed using regular expressions (col. 14 lines 23- 
31). However, Rozmanith does not teach using an extensible markup language. This 
feature is well known and expected In the art as evidenced by Lection (see fig 4-9). It 
would have been obvious to one ordinary skill In the art at the time of the invention to 
combine Lection XML's feature to Rozmanith because the use of XML to represent host 
screen image and defining pattern would make host image screen and the pattern 
information interchangeable and easy to share (Lection col. 11 lines 5-16). One skill 
artisan at the time of the invention would be motivated to use XML to define pattern 
because of Its flexibility in displaying Image (see Lection col. 1 1 line 10). 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed on 08/08/07 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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Applicants argued tliat Rozmanith does not teach: 1 ) defining a pattern expected to 
occur in host response; detecting a match and outputting data of the host response in a 
format based on the matched pattern to the client; 2) a host response parser. 
In response examiner submits that applicants have misinterpret the prior art of record. 
Rozmanith teaches defining at least one pattern expected to occur in the host response 
(see abstract and col. 14 lines 16-31 ; the abstract discloses select and displays related 
graphical and text information based on analysis by the system as to what graphics 
elements or images satisfied the operator query; in other words, a search for a pattern 
is part of the query); detecting a match between the at least one expected pattern and 
the host response (col. 9 lines 50-55, number of record matching query; col. 10 lines 59- 
61 ); and outputting data of the host response in a format based on the matched pattern 
to the client (col. 8 lines 59-68; col. 9 lines 5-35). 

Regarding item 2), Rozmanith teaches a host parser (see Rozmanith col. 10 lines 41- 
47). 

The examiner believes that the claims as written are not defined over the prior art of 
record to Rozmanith and Lection. Therefore, the rejection has been maintained. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantz B. Jean whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3937. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-6:00 M-f. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan J. Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomriation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. ^ 
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